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during World War II, Rhys served in
the South Pacific and fought to defend
the liberty of Americans and all hu-
manity. His tour of duty included see-
ing combat on Iwo Jima, where he
demonstrated his unfaltering honor
and valor. Following his return home
in 1947, Rhys married his beloved Ruth
and continued his service to our Na-
tion. An active church member, Rhys
was ultimately elected to and en-
trusted with numerous positions of
governmental and civic trust.

He served as a Republican precinct
delegate, a Redford Township trustee, a
Redford Civil Affairs chairman, the
chairman of the Redford Republican
Party, as a member of the Michigan
Republican State Committee, and a
1980 Bush delegate to the national con-
vention.

Regrettably, on October 27, 2007,
Rhys Lewis passed from this earthly
world to his eternal reward. He is sur-
vived by his wife, Ruth Lewis, his chil-
dren, Arthur Lewis and Charlotte
Wirth, his grandchildren, Kathryn
Ostreko, David R. Wirth and Jeffrey
Lewis, and his great grandchild, Jack
Ostreko. A courageous and honorable
man, Rhys will be sorely missed.

Mr. Speaker, Rhys Lewis is remem-
bered as a compassionate father, a
dedicated husband, a leader, a soldier
and a friend. Today, as we bid Rhys
farewell, I ask my colleagues to join
me in mourning his passing and hon-
oring the unwavering patriotism and
legendary service to our country and
community of this fine American.

And I would be remiss if I did not add
what I believe encapsulates the essence
of the man. BEarly in my tenure as a
Member of Congress, I was honored to
be asked to participate in a ceremony
where Rhys Lewis was honored for his
commitment to our Nation and his
service as a member of the Greatest
Generation of World War II. We had to
work with his wife, Ruth, because
Rhys, an honorable man, was not a
proud man. And so when we surprised
him at the VFW that day with the
medals that he had earned, he was
stunned. Part of him seemed to be sur-
prised that people had remembered his
service to our Nation in its crucible of
liberty, and the other part of him was
deeply, deeply concerned that he was
being singled out for what he and so
many other fine young Americans had
done to preserve the freedoms we now
hold.

That was the man that we honor
today. That is the man whose example
I believe we should ever cherish and
ever emulate.

———

THE OCCUPATION OF IRAQ AND
THE ATTACK ON CIVIL LIBERTIES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, when
the President invaded Iraq in 2003, the
American people were warned that
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Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction
posed a great threat to peace. We were
told that launching a preemptive war
would not make life harder for the
Iraqi people nor compromise the secu-
rity of the international community.
And we were promised that the quick
war to liberate Iraq would come at no
cost to America’s prestige abroad.

Five years later, it is painfully clear
how very wrong the administration
was and how dearly we are still paying
for its mistakes. The administration
launched a war of choice based on half
truths, broken promises, and delusions
of a swift and easy victory, but the
most shameful of the administration’s
claims was that we were fighting
abroad to protect our freedoms at
home.

The President argued that sending
our Nation’s brave servicemen and
-women into an unwinnable occupation
was the only way we would safeguard
our civil liberties. Since then, by re-
peatedly invoking the possibility of
threats to our national security right
here at home and abroad, the adminis-
tration has justified its unprecedented
attack on our constitutionally pro-
tected freedoms.

Mr. Speaker, we can no longer allow
these attacks to go unchallenged. After
authorizing the National Security
Agency to openly violate Federal laws
by eavesdropping on Americans, the
administration successfully worked to
legalize warrantless spying on innocent
Americans. After consistently dis-
regarding laws designed to promote
public access to information, the ad-
ministration expanded laws that au-
thorized the government to withhold
information from Congress and the
American people.

After championing the virtues of
democratic rule of law, the President
has openly condoned torture, denied
habeas corpus to prisoners held in
Guantanamo Bay, and fought every
single attempt to hold members and
friends of his administration account-
able for their actions.

This abuse of power at the expense of
the rights and freedoms of the Amer-
ican people, often in the name of pro-
tecting these very same rights and
freedoms, is a shocking betrayal of the
will of the American people.

Last month, after the House passed
legislation ensuring that every con-
tractor in Irag would be accountable
under American criminal law, the ad-
ministration granted immunity to
Blackwater Security employees who
were involved in a Baghdad shooting
that left 17 civilians dead.

This administration will never take
responsibility for their actions. It will
never end the occupation of Iraq. In-
stead, the attack on our civil liberties
will be the only mission they will have
accomplished.

Mr. Speaker, it is Congress’ responsi-
bility to stand up to this President. We
must end the administration’s war of
choice. We must restore the checks and
balances that have been eroded under
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this President. We must fight for peace
and the protection of civil liberties. We
must fully fund the safe and orderly
withdrawal of all American troops and
contractors.

Mr. Speaker, we must give Iraq back
to the Iraqi people and America back
its integrity.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All
Members are reminded to refrain from
engaging in personalities toward the
President.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. CUMMINGS addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. MURPHY of Connecticut ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GINGREY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. KAPTUR addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
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FREE ENTERPRISE CAPITALISM

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. KING) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it’s a
privilege to be recognized to address
you and the House of Representatives
and the people of the country who lis-
ten in on these types of discussions.

As I listened in on the gentlelady’s
remarks on the global war on terror,
particularly in Iraq, and I hear the
words ‘“‘war of choice,” I actually ex-
pect that the historians will write it
differently. And you can never write
history from a contemporary perspec-
tive. That has to be done a generation
or so down the line so you can see how
things actually unfold.

When I look back at the time when
this country was attacked, we’ve been
attacked any number of times for the
18 previous years; but September 11,
2001, is a date that we will always re-
member. And as the President made his
decisions, as he rose up and really took
on a leadership mantle here, he was the
Commander in Chief, but he stepped up
to leadership on that day and on the
days subsequent to September 11, and
he had to make some tough decisions.
One of them was to engage in combat
in Afghanistan.

He ordered troops within a little
more than 30 days into battle. And ev-
eryone said you can’t be successful in
Afghanistan; no one in history has
been successful in Afghanistan. And, in
fact, history is replete with the exam-
ples of the outside military operations
that have gone into Afghanistan and
failed. I can’t tell you from this point,
Mr. Speaker, whether history will
write that Afghanistan is a resounding
success, but the contemporary analysis
at this point is that it is a resounding
success.

As I listen to the gentlelady talk
about a war of choice, I would submit
that the President had no choice. He
had no choice. We had been attacked.
Remember, all the planes were ground-
ed. We didn’t know if there were more
in the air, if they were coming to more
places. The one that went to the
ground in Pennsylvania may well have
been targeted to the White House or
this very Capitol Building that we are
in.

And all the intelligence in the world
concurred on one thing, that Saddam
Hussein had weapons of mass destruc-
tion in significant quantities. And the
gentlelady that would submit other-
wise would have been one of the first to
raise an objection if the President
would have ordered troops into battle
in Iraq without proper protection from
chemical weapons, for example. No one
believed otherwise, not Hillary Clinton,
not the United Nations, not the
Israelis, not the French, not the Rus-
sians, not the CIA, and not George
Tenet.

So to take us back through this,
there was a time and a moment in his-
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tory where decisions had to be made
within that context, within the context
of what did we know at the time, what
did we believe at the time, and what
were the consequences and what were
the alternatives.

Now, the alternative that the Presi-
dent had to be considering, and I don’t
believe that he has ever spoken about
this publicly, and I'm not implying
that he has spoken to me about it pri-
vately, but the alternative that the
President had to consider was, if I do
not take action, then what? What will
be the response of the American people
if we are attacked again and I sit on
my hands, like happened in the after-
math of the attack on the USS Cole or
the U.S. embassies in Africa or the cir-
cumstances within Mogadishu when we
retreated and gave up that piece of
ground and sent a message to the ter-
rorists that we didn’t have the resolve?
What would have been the con-
sequence?

What if the United States had been
attacked again, not on September 11,
2001, but maybe September 11, 2003, and
we hadn’t taken action? What if those
resources had come out of, and, in fact,
some of the resources were coming out
of Iraq that were targeted against us,
what if America had lives that had
been lost in significant numbers? What
then would the gentlelady say? What
then would the critics to the President
say?

They would say he didn’t take action
when he should have. They would say
he should have gone into Iraq. But he
had to deal with the information he
knew when he knew it. And the deci-
sion that was made, as historians will
evaluate, I believe, will be that the
President didn’t really have a choice.
And this Congress endorsed that deci-
sion with a vote here on the floor of
Congress in the House of Representa-
tives and in the Senate that was the
authorization to use military force.

So we need to stand behind our deci-
sions here as well as stand behind the
Commander in Chief. And I would sub-
mit that the advocacy for an imme-
diate pullout of Iraq, that’s actually a
tired, threadbare argument today. It’s
been a threadbare argument for a long
time, but it was illuminated pretty
well when General Petraeus came to
this Congress in those days, September
12, 13 or 14 of September, when he de-
livered his report to the House of Rep-
resentatives and the following day de-
livered his report to the United States
Senate.

And, Mr. Speaker, as we saw the
things that transpired in Iraq at the
beginning of the surge, and I recall
being there last Thanksgiving and try-
ing to go into al Anbar province, trying
to get into places like Ramadi and
Fallujah, and I couldn’t go because it
was too dangerous, the stability was
not there, the marines had written off
Anbar province. The map was colored
all red. The map of the tribal zones
that actually are the local government
in Iraq was colored all red, red being
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the color that denotes al Qaeda; al
Qaeda being in control of and having
the dominant influence in those tribal
zones in Anbar province. So I couldn’t
g0 into Anbar, couldn’t go to Fallujah,
couldn’t go to Ramadi, couldn’t go to a
number of those other communities.

That was last Thanksgiving. How-
ever, the last part of July this year I
did go. I went into Ramadi and walked
the streets of Ramadi. That’s where
they had the 5K run here I think just
yesterday or maybe the day before.
Hundreds and hundreds, in fact, thou-
sands of people in the street out there
doing a recreational 5K run, something
that you would only see people running
in Iraq if they’re running from an ex-
plosion or a bullet or towards where
that bullet or explosion detonated. But
today, there is recreational running
going on over there in a place like
Ramadi, where it has been the center
of death. And those tribal zones in al
Anbar province that were all colored
red now on the map are all colored
green, supportive of U.S. coalition and
Iraqi defense forces.

And I would point out that the lib-
eration, the freeing, the driving of al
Qaeda out of Ramadi was done with 85
percent Iraqi defense forces, 15 percent
U.S. coalition forces. The Iraqis are
more than fighting side by side.
They’re leading in this battle in many
of the places over there in Iraq. And
you have seen, also, American casual-
ties down to the lowest levels we’ve
had in over a year. And you’re seeing
Iraqi civilian casualties down to a level
that is less than half of what it was a
year ago.

Now, none of these are good cir-
cumstances for permanent conditions,
but this is a good direction and a good
trend. And the agreement that was
reached in Anbar province where the
sheiks came around on our side and
said we’re going to throw our lot with
you, we’re going to drive out al Qaeda,
what they really said was, We want to
kill al Qaeda with you. It wasn’t some
politically correct statement like, We
would like to join with you to try to
improve the stability or security here
in our region. They said, We want to
kill al Qaeda with you.

And they actually have a reconcili-
ation plan. Some of those young men
over there have been taking money
from al Qaeda and setting roadside
bombs, detonating roadside bombs or
attacking Americans, U.S. coalition
troops or Iraqis. They’ve been paid for;
they’ve been mercenaries for al Qaeda.
And some of them are there because
they philosophically think it’s the
right thing to do, too. But the rec-
onciliation plan is this, if you have at-
tacked our side and you want to come
forward and make a confession, if
you’re not standing there with blood
on your hands and we can work this
thing out, then you make a public dec-
laration as a former al Qaeda supporter
that you’re going to support the Iraqi
defense force, the Government of Iraq,
U.S. coalition forces, and fight on our
side.
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